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Two special programs will also be presented on various phases of 
child hygiene and personal hygiene. 

The program of the meetings will be published in the American 
Journal of Public Health appearing October 5 or may at that time 
be had upon application to the Secretary, 169 Massachusetts Avenue, 
Boston, Mass. 

Winter railroad rates to New Orleans will be in effect from all 
points after October 1. 

VENEREAL DISEASES. 

QUARANTINE OP INFECTED PERSONS UPHELD BY TEXAS COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS. 

The Court of Criminal Appeals of Texas has again held 1 that a 
person who is infected with a venereal disease may be quarantined 
until the disease is no longer communicable. 

A woman, found to have syphilis, was ordered by the health 
officer of Houston to be confined for treatment at the city farm. 
She applied for a writ of habeas corpus to secure her release, but 
this was denied by the court. One of the contentions made in her 
behalf was that she had been given numerous tests and that some 
showed positive results and some showed negative results. Ke- 
garding this the court said: 

* * * Nothing is thus presented for our decision. If relator is free from syphilis 
or gonorrhea she may present her application for writ of habeas c. _,-us to the local 
courts under the authority of ex parte Hardcastle, 2 decided by us at this term, and 
if free therefrom may be discharged. The courts will understand that the health 
officers have no right or power to hold in quarantine citizens who do not show the 
presence of some of the diseases named in chapter 85 of the acts of the fourth called 
session of the thirty-fifth legislature. 

In conclusion it was stated: 

* * * We think the provision of said act that such patients should be confined 
for treatment until declared cured by official pronouncement is not unreasonable, 
unjust, or arbitrary. Our attention is not called to any authorities holding this or 
other similar acts violative of any of the provisions of our Constitution, or discrimi- 
natory, arbitrary, or unreasonable. 



CLEANING 'OF SURFACE CLOSETS AND PRIVIES. 

ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR CLEANING OF SURFACE CLOSETS AND PRIVIES HELD 
VALID BY NORTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT. 

An ordinance requiring the cleaning and inspection, under super- 
vision of the city, of all surface closets and privies, making an assess- 
ment for such work, and providing for the sale of the land in case 

' Ex parte Brooks, 212 S. W., 956. 

2208S. W.,531; Public Health Reports, July i, 1910, p. 1489. 
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of nonpayment, has been held valid by the Supreme Court of North 
Carolina. 1 

The city of Gastonia, under authority of Laws 1917, chapter 136, 
subchapter 7, section 4, adopted an ordinance containing the above 
provisions. The plaintiff, a property owner, failed to pay the 
required assessments and the city advertised some of his property 
for sale. He applied for an injunction against the sale of the prop- 
erty, but this was refused by the court, which sustained the validity 
of the ordinance. In the opinion it was said : 

* * * -^7 e tjiinij tiiis ordinance is a valid exercise of the power reposed in the 
town authorities for the protection of the health of the people of the town, and that it is 
fully authorized by the powers expressly conferred by section 4, subchapter 7, chapter 
136, Laws 1917, above recited. * * * 

The necessity of sanitation is fully recognized and is becoming of more and more 
importance with the knowledge which we obtain of the causes of disease and death. 
It would be impossible to maintain that cleanliness, which is as necessary for the 
protection of health and life as courts and juries and the administration of justice 
are * * * [for the protection of] life and property,, unless this is done by public 
supervision. The narrowness, or selfishness, orignoranceof onemaninnot keepinghis 
premises in a clean condition , would nullify the action of all the other citizens * * * 
by turning loose the flies and other insects which may carry the seeds of disease to 
other homes throughout the city. This general supervision can not be maintained 
by collecting the charges for that service from the renter, who may be here to-day 
and elsewhere to-morrow. The party responsible is the owner of the premises. The 
land can not move. The renter or temporary occupant can do so at will. Therefore 
the charge is a very proper and necessary one against the property itself, and is author- 
ized by the statute in the same way that the * * * [paymentfor] adequate paving 
of the sidewalk and streets and * * * [for] sewerage [is authorized]. * * * 

The town authorities not only have the power to impose such, duty upon the land 
for the necessary protection of the health of the citizens, but they would be derelict 
in their duty as such officials, and in proper cases liable to indictment, for failure to 
protect the health of the public by such necessary regulation. * * * 

The public health is a matter of importance to the entire neighborhood, and espe- 
cially to all the inhabitants of a town or city, for the indifference or ignorance or neg- 
lect of one man will nullify the precautions taken by all others in that locality. Such 
ordinance as is here in question is a necessary protection which will be extended in 
its scope with the increase of knowledge, and can never be diminished. The require- 
ments of sewerage will be better than [those of] such ordinance as this which * * * 
[provides] the minimum [requirements]. 

• Katchford v. City of Gastonia et al., 99 S. E., 21. 



